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Buckby being worth just £52 net in 1835, and Easton Maudit £144: this at a time when £300 per annum has been judged the sum necessary for a clergyman to keep up a respectable middle class appearance, and £200 the boundary distinguishing the poor from the impoverished benefice. By contrast, the Rector's Glebe in the parish of Braunston on the eve of enclosure comprised 213 different strips of land scattered through the open fields of the parish, amounting in total to some 100 acres; 10 by 1835, the living was reported to be worth a net £837 per annum. 11 Next there might be what were often termed 'church lands': small portions of land, the income of which was used to defray the expenses of the church, and which had often been donated by pious individuals for this purpose in generations gone by. In Ashby St Ledgers, for example, some 20 acres of church land were let to the poor as allotments, and the money used for church purposes; 12 in Naseby a parcel of 12 acres, upon which there stood 10 cottages, generated £28 per annum for church expenses by the 1850s. 13 Glebe and church lands were generally modest in extent. There was, however, a further form of property belonging to the Church in most parishes which was much more valuable than either: tithes. In this article, the largely unexplored issue of how tithes were affected by enclosure will be addressed. Between 1750 and 1850, the Church gained something approaching 30,000 acres of prime land across Northamptonshire, as the right to take tithes was commuted for grants of land in enclosing parishes. The extinguishing of tithes, while it undoubtedly enriched individual clergymen, also strengthened the Church in important ways:
it removed a primary source of irritation between parsons and their flocks, and underscored the wealth and influence of the Establishment in comparison with its nonconformist and dissenting competitors. The paper begins with a brief explanation of what tithes were, and then moves on to the practical workings of the system and the changes effected by enclosure. The Church, as will be seen, 10 was massively enriched by the process of enclosure in Northamptonshire, and the article concludes by exploring some of the wider implications of this for our understanding of the countryside between 1750 and 1850.
Tithes.
The word tithe comes from the Saxon word Teoda, meaning one tenth. 14 As this implies, the system of requiring producers in a parish to yield up ten per cent of what they produced for the support of the local clergyman had deep and ancient roots. Tithes were levied in several categories, but there were essentially two types. 'Great' (or predial) tithes, were charged on those products which arose immediately from the earth, such as corn, hay, hemp, or hops, or any kind of fruit, seed or herb; 'small' (or mixed) tithes were those which arose from the natural products of the earth as nurtured or preserved by the care of man, i. e. cows and sheep which grazed the land, the milk or wool they produced, the calves and lambs they brought forth. The great tithes were considerably more valuable and were the property of the Rector of a parish; the Rector would also claim the small tithes unless the parish was run by a Vicar, in which case it was normal practice for these less lucrative taxes to fall to his share. 15 By the eighteenth century, the tithes of a parish did not necessarily belong to either the Rector or the Vicar: the right to tithes in many areas had belonged to monasteries, and was sold off at the Reformation. However, two-thirds of tithe income remained in clerical hands at the end of the eighteenth century, and in most areas, formed the cornerstone of the clergy's income. A recent survey of clerical incomes in Staffordshire, for example, found that one half of all Rectors and a third of all Vicars received 75% of their total income from tithes. 16 Tithes were originally paid in kind, and the system still prevailed in many parts of Northamptonshire in the period of parliamentary enclosure. 17 And if a calf was killed by its owner, the vicar was entitled to what was -rather charmingly -described as 'ye Tythe Shoulder'. As these entries suggest, however, collecting tithe in kind must have been, as one early nineteenthcentury commentator remarked, 'a very tedious business '. 19 Equally irksome must have been the marketing of the produce. The Rector or Vicar who took tithes in kind then had to dispose of them, and the market value for produce was highly volatile, rendering the income to be gained from tithes highly uncertain. An excellent illustration of this can be found in the parish of Stoke Bruerne for which a ledger has survived from the 1790s and in which the As can be seen, though the return from tithes remained very valuable, there was considerable fluctuation especially in the most valuable part, the money derived from wheat. After enclosure, in 1828, the value of the living increased rapidly.
No figure is available for Shutlanger, but the living of Stoke Bruerne alone was listed by the Ecclesiastical Commissioners as £422, clear of all outgoings.
The tithe system was thus unwieldy, and it generated a good deal of strife.
Indeed, the very detailed inventories of tithing rights listed in glebe terriers quoted earlier emphasize the point: they reflect the extent to which there needed to be absolute clarity about what was owed, and when, and the privileges of access to be enjoyed by the tithe owner so that all parties could satisfy themselves that justice was being done.
When this was lacking, both sides might try to take an undue advantage. That The Vicar, however, claimed that since the composition had been the only payment he received each year in respect of milk, it must cover the milk produced throughout the whole year and not only in the period identified by Burgess; therefore, now that he was taking it in kind, his parishioners must provide him with a tenth of their liquid milk throughout the year. 23 How the case was resolved is not clear, but it is evident that to Burgess, at least, the Vicar was trying to push at the boundaries of a long accepted tithing practices. 24 The recourse to legal proceedings, threatened by the Rector of Yelvertoft and instituted in Brixworth, was a tactic supported by the Church authorities. They urged clergymen to insist on the full value of their tithes, pointing out that the individual clergyman had only a life interest in a benefice, and that any undue leniency in the collection of tithe payments risked robbing the next incumbent of his rightful income. 25 In some parishes, clergyman and parishioners found means to reduce the tension and difficulties associated with the collection of tithes in kind. In many areas, they simply substituted a simple money payment. 30 In both Gretton and However, the key to the success of these arrangements was the opportunity the clergy had to review the bargain at regular intervals. In some areas, recourse had been had to a system of money payment known as a modus. A modus was a fixed payment offered in respect of the tithes arising from a fixed area of land (often quite extensive). In many cases, these were of ancient origin, and, however realistic the annual payment may have been when the modus was the modern tithe owner a mere token payment. As a consequence, one of the most common causes of legal dispute between clergymen and their parishioners reflected attempts by the former to get an ancient modus set aside so that the land might pay tithe at a full modern valuation.
The scale of the problem can be gauged from the parish of Welford. The parish was enclosed in 1777, and an opportunity was taken to extinguish tithes on all land except a portion listed as Lady Webb's enclosures -an area of old enclosed land extending to 1146 acres, but paying a modus of just £17 6s 8d. That was a rate of just under 4d an acre, at a time when enclosed land still subject to tithe was paying anywhere between 2s and 5s an acre, depending on whether it was grassland or arable. 33 Unsurprisingly, when a new Rector was instituted in 1800, one of his first actions was to take the case to the exchequer court in an attempt to have the modus overturned. His parishioners, meanwhile, formed themselves into a defensive alliance to thwart his plan to open their fields up to a vastly increased payment. 34 At Thornby, where another new incumbent sought to overturn a modus, the circumstances were rather different. 35 The parish had been enclosed in the early The initiative to enclose land came from the local level. It was a decision taken purely on the grounds of the likely profit that would accrue to the owners of land in that parish. The owner of tithes was one of the stakeholders whose support the would-be encloser had to secure. While no tithe owner could be forced to accept commutation, the huge profits that were anticipated from the enclosure of the common fields meant that very few were inclined to resist. As a consequence, in counties like Warwickshire, 118 of the 125 enclosure Acts passed after 1760 had provision for tithe commutation; in Derbyshire, similarly, the proportion was nearly three-quarters. In the county of Staffordshire, by contrast where it was waste land rather than common fields that was being enclosed, barely a quarter contained such clauses. 39 The expectation of great profits from enclosure was key to the way the exoneration of tithes played out. In almost all cases, the promoters of an enclosure were willing to offer extremely generous terms to bring the tithe owners on side. This was especially the case where the tithes remained in Church lay hands, because it quickly became known that any enclosure bill which appeared to threaten the value of a living might expect severe opposition from the Episcopal bench and its supporters in the House of Lords. The bishops, as Eric Evans has remarked, were 'admirably placed to act as watchdogs of the clerical interest': others, notably the poor, had no such guardians and their interests might suffer accordingly. 40 In most cases the redemption of tithe was effected by a grant of the land being enclosed to the tithe owner in lieu of the right to levy the tax: in other words, one form of property was exchanged for another. How much land should be given in lieu of tithe was, however, a contentious issue, not least because tithe was a tax on the gross rather than net yield which meant that tithe-owners gained a large invisible benefit notably the costs associated with growing and harvesting a crop, which were borne by the farmer. Since this invisible benefit was factored into the current arrangement, it had to be compensated. This formed one element driving up the scale of compensation that those seeking to extinguish tithes had to pay. But there were others. In particular, there was the attitude of the clergy themselves. Even those who, wishing to avoid damaging collision with their parishioners, had not taken the full value of their tithes before enclosure were unlikely to surrender to terms which denied them (and their successors) a fully equivalent sum at enclosure. In many cases, they also sought to build in to their settlement a calculation of the increased value that might be anticipated after enclosure.
This all led to a series of working conventions. By and large, the 1750s and early 1760s, there was little uniformity in Northamptonshire practice on tithe redemption. In Helmdon and Boddington, both enclosed in 1758, a decision concerning the amount of land to be given in lieu of tithes was left to the commissioners appointed to oversee the process. In other parishes, no distinction was made between the different value of arable and pasture land: in The benefits to the tithe-owner did not end there, however. As important as the quantity of land exchanged were the terms on which it was given. Tithe-owners were excused from bearing any share in the considerable payments associated with enclosure. These expences, arising from piloting the Act through parliament, employing commissioners to survey and divide the land under its provisions, and the considerable cost of laying the new hedges and roads so that their plans could be carried into effect, could be considerable. It has been estimated that the costs associated with enclosure rose steadily throughout the period, from about £1 an acre in 1760s to something approaching £3 in 1790s. 42 In addition, the tithe-owner was invariably allowed to nominate one of the Commissioners overseeing the enclosure, thereby ensuring that his claims were championed throughout the process of division and that the land he was allotted occupied a prime position within the parish. The commissioners appointed on behalf of clerical tithe-owners were often themselves clergyman. The Revd
Henry Jephcott was very active in Northamptonshire, for example, and acted on behalf of several Oxford Colleges in parishes where their interests required protection. 43 Enclosure greatly increased the value of agricultural land in many areas. In West
Haddon, for example, rent levels more than doubled from 6s an acre before enclosure to an average of 13s an acre afterwards -a scale of increase typical according to a major recent study of agricultural rents in England. 44 Clerical incomes, now tied ever more closely to the rental market for land, rose accordingly. As the eighteenth-century land surveyor, Thomas Knowles, remarked, the principle that enclosure greatly increased the value of tithes and hence the value of the living, was well known to contemporaries. 45 At eve of enclosure and £225 after. 46 It has been suggested that the enrichment and upward mobility of the clergy after enclosure exacerbated grass-roots tensions between incumbents and their flocks, and fuelled a growing sense of anticlericalism in rural areas. 50 It seems equally plausible to argue the opposite case, however: surely it is not inconceivable that the position of the clergy was strengthened by the fact that they no longer had to annoy their parishioners with incessant demands for deeply unpopular tithe payments, and by a transformation in their status which allowed them to become active defenders of property. As well as serving in the Magistracy, many were involved in the local associations set up to prosecute the theft of everything from animals to crops and chattels which sprang up in the later eighteenth century. 51 This was work which benefitted the whole community, not just the rich.
As well as benefitting individuals, however, it is important to recognise how the increase of wealth benefitted the Church of England as a national institution. In
Northamptonshire, as previously mentioned, the Church gained something approaching 30,000 acres of prime agricultural land, at a time when land values were rising strongly. Nationally, the picture is even more dramatic, as can be deduced from a return in the parliamentary papers for 1867, which offered a list of all the parishes where tithes were exchanged for land at enclosure. The return is incomplete -it deals with only about one quarter of all the Acts passed.
Nevertheless, the returns suggest that in these 1500 parishes, some 180,000
acres was given to clerical rectors, vicars, and very occasionally, perpetual 
